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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed August 2, 2007 have been fully considered but they 

are not persuasive. 

First, applicant argues that claims 29-33 were not accompanied by a 
substantive rejection (applicant's remarks, page 1 7). 

In response, there are no elements found in claims 29-33 that are not 
anticipated by Graves as set forth in this or the previous office action, who has 
been shown to not only disclose those screen elements claimed (the listed 
preferences and axes along which they are disposed) but also the access 
mechanisms for making manual adjustments as well (which is also shown in fig. 
5 of Graves to be the channel and volume controls that a user uses to traverse 
the various axes on screen and adjust values along said axes). 

Next, applicant argues that the Graves reference does not teach the 
amended limitation of "wherein at least two of the plurality of axes are 
perpendicular to each other" (applicant's remarks, page 19). 

In response, the examiner called applicant's attorney, Gregory Thome, on 
September 17, 2007, for clarity regarding the support found in the specification 
for this limitation. As per said conversation, support for the limitation is found in 
that the axis to which the other plurality are perpendicular is simply an invisible 
arbitrary axis along which the weighted viewer preferences are disposed on a 
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screen. As such, the examiner maintains that Graves teaches such an 
arrangement, because the weighted viewer preferences not only are represented 
horizontally on the screen, but also as a vertically disposed list of preferences, in 
the same manner by which applicant's representative claimed support for the 
limitation in question. 

Lastly, regarding claim 26, the amendment made has put the claim in 
condition for allowance, and no further comment is necessary. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 1 and 31 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 
1 1 , line 4 reads "view preferences" and should be changed to read -viewer 
preferences-. Claim 31 , line 4 reads "view preferences" and should be changed to 
read -viewer preferences--. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1 , 3, 5, 1 1 , 20, 26, and 29-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Graves et al. (5,410,344) [Graves]. 
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Regarding claims 1 and 1 1 Graves discloses a television program profile 
interface having a multiplicity of axes (fig. 5), including: 

a television viewer profile represented by weighted viewer preferences 
(fig. 5, col. 2, lines 62-64), different portions of which are selectable by traversing 
along one axis of the multiplicity of axes (using the channel control feature to 
traverser vertical axis to select a feature, as shown in fig. 5), 

wherein the weighted viewer preferences are represented along a plurality 
of axis that are different than the one axis of the multiplicity of axes (each feature 
is represented along a series of horizontal axes, perpendicular to the 
aforementioned vertical axis, as shown in fig. 5), 

wherein at least two of the plurality of axes are perpendicular to each 
other (the leftmost vertical axis along which the weighted viewer preferences are 
themselves arranged is included in the plurality of axis along which the 
preferences are represented, the axis which is traversed to access different 
portions is considered to the parallel to this axis and further to the right, see fig. 
5) 

wherein the one axis of the multiplicity of axis are provided within a same 
view as the television profile (as shown in fig. 5), 

wherein the one of the multiplicity of axes has an altering mechanism 
allowing a value associated with a portion on the one axis to be changed along 
the one axis (using the channel control feature described above, wherein the 
value is simply a position along the axis), 
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wherein the television viewer profile weighted viewer preferences have an 
activation mechanism that allows for viewer selection and manipulation of the 
television viewer profile weighted viewer preferences (using the volume control to 
set grade for a selected feature, as shown in fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 3, Graves discloses the television program profile 
interface of claim 1 , wherein said weighted viewer preferences are represented 
by bar graphs (see fig. 5). 

Regarding claims 5 and 20, Graves discloses the television program 
profile interface of claim 1 , wherein each of said weighted viewer preferences is 
individually viewer modifiable [along an axis] (using the channel and volume 
controls as illustrated in fig. 5 to select a feature and the corresponding grade 
associated with that feature). 

Regarding claims 29-33, Graves discloses an interactive television 
program profile interface (fig. 5), including: 

a television viewer profile represented by weighted viewer preferences in 
graphical form including a plurality of bar graphs, wherein the bar graphs change 
with respect to one axis of the multiplicity of axes (fig. 5, col. 2, lines 62-64), 
wherein the one axis of the multiplicity of axes has a profile view selecting 
mechanism that selects the profile view without altering the television viewer 
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profile by traversing along the one axis (using the channel control feature to 
traverse the vertical axis to select a feature, as shown in fig. 5), wherein on each 
of the multiplicity of axes represents an activity not involved in viewing television 
(the 'music' feature involves listening, not viewing), said bar graphs being 
coupled to an access mechanism that allows for viewer selection and altering of 
weighted viewer preferences (using the volume control to set grade for a 
selected feature, as shown in fig. 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 6 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Graves in view of Alexander et al. (6,177,931 , of record). 

Regarding claim 6, Graves discloses the television program profile 
interface of claim 1 , but fails to disclose means for viewer interaction to alter a 
topic selection presented by the television viewer profile to provide said weighted 
viewer preferences sorted by a selected topic. 

In an analogous art, Alexander discloses providing means to a user to 
alter topic selection of presented programming information to provided a sorted 
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display according to a selected topic (fig. 7, col. 7, lines 46-56 and col. 15, lines 
33-39), proving the benefit of enhanced user control over displayed information. 

It would have been obvious at the time to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the interface of Graves to include means to a user to alter topic 
selection of presented information to provided a sorted display according to a 
selected topic, as taught by Alexander, for the benefit of enhanced user control 
over displayed viewer profile information. 

Regarding claim 23, Graves discloses a television program profile 
interface having a multiplicity of axes (fig. 5), including: 

a television viewer profile represented by weighted viewer preferences 
that change with respect to one axis of the multiplicity of axes (fig. 5, col. 2, lines 
62-64), 

wherein the weighted viewer preferences are represented along a plurality 
of axis that are different than the one axis of the multiplicity of axes (each feature 
is represented along a series of horizontal axes, perpendicular to the vertical 
axis, as shown in fig. 5), 

wherein at least two of the plurality of axes are perpendicular to each 
other (the leftmost vertical axis along which the weighted viewer preferences are 
themselves arranged is included in the plurality of axis along which the 
preferences are represented, the axis which is traversed to access different 
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portions is considered to the parallel to this axis and further to the right, see fig. 
5), 

wherein the one axis of the multiplicity of axis are provided within a same 
view as the television profile (as shown in fig. 5), 

wherein the one of the multiplicity of axes has an altering mechanism 
* allowing a value associated with a portion on the one axis to be changed along 
the one axis (using the channel control feature described above, wherein the 
value is simply a position along the axis). 

Graves fails to disclose a selection of the position along the one axis of 
the multiplicity of axes operates to filer the weighted viewer preferences to 
provide weighted viewer preferences that correspond to the selected position. 

In an analogous art, Alexander teaches a user interface wherein a list of 
programming related information that spans more than one screen is presented 
to a user in portions, the portion which is shown to a user dependent upon the 
position of a cursor scrolling along an axis, effectively 'filtering' which portion of 
the information are shown based on a selected position of a cursor along an axis 
(col. 15 line 65 - col. 16 line 26), providing the benefit of allowing a user to scroll 
through a list of information that spans more than one screen. 

It would have been obvious at the time to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the television program profile interface of Graves to include a 
selection of the position along the one axis of the multiplicity of axes operates to 
filer the weighted viewer preferences to provide weighted viewer preferences that 
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correspond to the selected position, as taught by Alexander, for the benefit of 
displaying a list of information which would otherwise occupy more than one 
screen. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims^, 4, 21 , 22, and 24- 28 are allowed. 

8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The invention is directed to a viewer profile interface which includes a series of 
screen elements arranged along a multiplicity of axes that allow a user to not only 
modify viewer profile elements, such as interest in particular topics (a feature taught by 
the prior art), but goes further to provide means for selecting different conditions which 
relate to said interest. The disclosure provides that factors such as day, time, weather, 
mood, or activity are selectable by a user to provide different views of profile elements 
by providing a series of axes along which said- conditions are representatively disposed 
(as clearly illustrated in fig. 3 of the disclosure). Each claim indicated as allowable in 
the instant action is done based on the examiner's understanding that the use of the 
term 'axis' goes beyond merely an arbitrary boundary or line along which screen 
elements are disposed and are actually a part of the utility of the invention itself. 

Claims 2 and 27 define the 'at least one axis' as comprising time, and this 
reasonably restricts the scope of the claims to that which is described in the 
specification. A user traverses along the time axis to access different sets of profile 
data as they relate to time, which has been found to be novel arrangement. 
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Claims 21 and 24 define the 'at least one axis' as comprising at least two axes, 
and this also reasonably restricts the scope of the claims to that which is described in 
the specification. Before, the breadth of the claims were such that the 'at least one axis' 
was simply an arbitrary line along which screen elements were disposed, and thus 
traversing along the axis was to simply scroll through screen elements. Defining the at 
least one*to include at least two axes makes it clear that what is being claimed are the 
plurality of traversable vertical slider bars as shown in fig. 3. 

Claim 26, similar to claims 2 and 27, defines the 'least one axis' to be unrelated 
to viewing or listening to television, as supported on page 12 of the originally filed 
specification, reasonably limiting the claim to include at least one representative axis 
which adds to the utility of the claimed invention that is not simply another viewer 
preference. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dominic D. Saltarelli whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7302. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am - 
6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571 ) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



ANDREW Y.KOENIG 
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